3i2                 CONTEMPORARY ESSAYS.

It is not necessary to follow Mr. Voysey through
the whole scene of his warfare with orthodox modes
of faith. But if the same principles which we have
laid down are applied to the other subjects, it will be
found that the orthodox side is not so destitute of
reason as he wishes to make it appear. Some of our
old divines, as Jeremy Taylor and Daniel "Whitby,
thought to escape charging original sin on God by
charging it on nature, as if God were not responsible
for what is done by nature. They admitted a taint or
infection of nature which we have inherited, but, like
Mr. Yoysey, they wished to deny that men are ' by
nature children of God's wrath.' This doctrine Mr.
Voysey calls i simply absurd,' and c pure nonsense.'
But it does not appear that the fact of inherited cor-
ruption is in any way less absurd than the doctrine of
imputed sin. It is philosophically the same idea
translated into the language of personification. That
there are people who really regard God as a man, and
ascribe to Him all the passions of men, is no doubt
true, but this is not necessarily inferred from the use
of words or ideas that refer to God under the concep-
tion of Him as man. The fauth in these conceptions
is to be acknowledged, and the error to be corrected;
by the higher but more difficult conception of God as
transcending the limits of human personality. It
would be unjust for any judge to impute to one man
the sin of another, or to punish one man for the sin
of another. But in the Divine proceedings we must
look at the whole scheme. The natural world reveals
the fact that men are born with inherited infirmities,
that the sin of one is visited upon another; in other